The Hubble law, widely considered the first observational basis for the expansion of the universe, may in the future be known as the Hubble-Lemaître law. This is what the General Assembly of the International Astronomical Union recommended at its recent meeting in Vienna. However, the resolution in favour of a renamed law is problematic in so far as concerns its arguments based on the history of cosmology in the relevant period from about 1927 to the early 1930s. A critical examination of the resolution reveals flaws of a non-trivial nature. The purpose of this note is to highlight these problems and to provide a better historically informed background for the voting among the union's members which in a few months' time will result in either a confirmation or a rejection of the decision made by the General Assembly.
approved by the union "represent the consensus of professional astronomers around the world and national science academies, who as 'Individual Members' and 'National Members,' respectively, adhere to the guidelines of the International Astronomical Union." 2 Whether, in the present case, a recommended change of name is accepted or not can only be known a posteriori and depends entirely on the astronomers and the authors of textbooks in astronomy and cosmology.
All the data, contexts and information relating to the Hubble-Lemaître proposal have been known for several decades, including that Georges Lemaître in 1927 predicted a cosmic velocity-distance law and estimated a numerical value for the recession or expansion constant. In a book of 1996 I mentioned, as others may have done earlier, that "The famous Hubble law is clearly in Lemaître's paper [and] it could as well have been named Lemaître's law." 3 It is not very clear why the Hubble-Lemaître proposal only appeared at the 2018 General Assembly and not at an earlier date. But perhaps, better late than never. Nor is it clear, given that
Lemaître's contribution preceded Hubble's by two years, why the proposal is "Hubble-Lemaître" rather than "Lemaître-Hubble." No arguments are given by the Executive Committee.
Resolution B4 argues its case primarily from considerations based on the history of cosmology, stating among the aims of the resolution not only "to honour the intellectual integrity of Georges Lemaître" but also "to inform the future scientific discourses with historical facts." The resolution consequently lists a number of such relevant facts or what are claimed to be facts. It is on the basis of the historical material appended to the resolution that the General Assembly supported it, and it is on the same basis that the astronomers will cast their electronic votes. It appears to me that at least some of the appended historical considerations are of dubious validity and hence that they provide a questionable and even illegitimate background for the voting. If the IAU wants to set "the historical record straight" -and this is what the General Assembly says in its electronic newspaper -the result is remarkably poor.
In short, the astronomical community deserves a better and more correct he was happily unaware that he had discovered the expansion of the universe.
As to the name "Hubble law" we are told in Resolution B4 that it became universally adopted soon after the publication of the Hubble-Humason paper, but this was far from the case. Assembly is not the best one. Lemaître unquestionably was the first to propose and justify that the universe is in a state of expansion, which he did not only theoretically but also by making use of empirical data. On the other hand, it is more questionable if he should be credited for the empirical redshift-distance law, a law which he himself ascribed to Hubble.
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In any case, the decision as to change the name of the law or not needs to be based on reliable historical sources.
Scientific names are generally important and sometimes carry with them epistemic connotations and mental images that other names do not convey. They are more than just convenient labels. But in science some names are more important than others. 19 Eponymies associating laws, theories or equations with great scientists of the past largely serve a social and ideological purpose rather than a scientific 
